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Mr. K. Par:
Reclamation

Dear Mr. Part,

behind Angostura dam. Reclamation wants to sell
or use it in the best way. The farmers used the watef™
the dam was build to water crops. They paid something for
the water but the Angostura book does not say. This is a

I think the wholc thing is simple. The public o n
ith

1 very important question. [HOW much did the farmers pay.] The 1. The District, having paid off distribution system construction costs in 1998, is now
book needs to tell this. Now the swimmers and people with paying construction costs of the dam. Operations and maintenance costs for the unit are
2 motorboats want the water. The tribe want the water. [The also paid by the District, ranging from $14.03 per acre to $16.50 per acre, depending on
book does not say how much will the swimmers or the tribe the class of the land irrigated.
pay.] The books needs to say this also. The farmers pay
more they keep the water or the swimmers or tribe pay more 2. Recreationists do not pay any construction costs or operations and maintenance costs
they get the water. This is the answer to the water of the Angostura Unit under present cost allocations. Recreation is considered a non-
question and needs to be in the book this way. Thank you in reimbursable benefit under the Pick-Sloan Missouri Basin Program, which has caused
3 advance. [Also how much the book cost 1 construction costs of the unit to be discounted. The Tribes would not pay if they received
P water from the unit.
)
(\J V\ﬁ(/ 3. Reclamation has spent $1.8 million on the complete NEPA process to date, including
this EIS.

Ches. A. d'Queed
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